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DETAILED ACTION 

It is noted for the record that Examiner Wollschlager has assumed responsibility for this 
application from Examiner Dharod. 

Response to Amendment 

Applicant's amendment to the claims filed September 22, 2008 has been entered. Claim 
1 is currently amended. Claims 11 and 12 have been canceled. Claim 4 remains withdrawn 
from further consideration. Claims 1-3, 5-10 and 13 are under examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 3 and 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Cornils 
et al.(JP 09123213). 

Regarding claim 1, Cornils et al JP '213 teaches a process for molding an appendage on 
a glazing. As clearly illustrated in the figure 5, a mold is advanced into a sealing contact with a 
glazing on peripheral portion of a glass pane (l[ 17). Moreover, Cornils JP '213 further teaches 
injecting a molding material through an opening 23 into a cavity of the mold to form an 
appendage (12) on a lip (10) of the glazing (4), wherein the glass pane remains outside the 
mold cavity being in contact with the lip (numbered paragraphs 0001, 0007- 0009, 0013-0014; 
fig 5). The examiner notes that upper mold (20) of Cornils et al. is reasonably understood to 
meet the claimed mold limitation and further notes that mold (20) does not make contact with 
the pane of glass. As such, Cornils et al. still meet the scope of amended claim 1 . 
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As per claim 3, since the molding material is injection molded, then it must inherently be 
in a fluid condition. 

As per claim 5 see figure 1 and claim 1 in JP '213 for the discussion on forming a glazing 
onto a glass pane by extrusion. JP '213 also teaches that "up mold can be removed from a 
window pane with a core without spoiling a profile" (l[ 0009). 

As per claim 6, see figures 4-5. Moreover, as noted earlier, the appendage is molded 
onto lip of the glazing. 

As per claims 7 and 8, as illustrated in figure 4-5 and discussed in numbered paragraph 
0009, the appendage in JP '21 3 forms an extension of the lip and provides lip with a vertex 
adjacent corner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 

claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 

claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 

evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 

the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 

invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 

and potential 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 
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Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cornils et al. (JP 
09123213), as applied to claims 1, 3 and 5-8. 

As to claim 2, Cornils et al. teach the method of claim 1 a set forth above. Cornils et al. 
further teach that the pane of glass remains outside of the mold cavity even when it is closed 
(Figures 4 and 5). Further, Cornils et al. close the mold prior to introducing the polymer. 
However, the examiner submits that the sequence of performing process steps is prima facie 
obvious absent a showing of new or unexpected results. 

Therefore it would have been prima facie obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the claimed invention to have changed the sequence of the process steps set forth 
by Cornils et al. and to have introduced the polymer prior to closing the mold since the 
sequence of performing process steps is prima facie obvious absent a showing of new or 
unexpected results (MPEP 2144.04 IV C). 



Allowable Subject Matter 

The indicated allowability of claim 2 and previous claim 1 1 is withdrawn in view of the 
teaching of the Cornils et al. reference as set forth above. 

Claims 9, 10 and 13 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
the prior art of record does not teach or fairly suggest a method of manufacturing a glazing 
including a mold that does not make contact with the pane of glass comprising first and second 
mold halves wherein a first surface of the glazing profile contacts the first mold half and faces 
away from the pane of glass, a second surface of the glazing profile makes contact with the 
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second mold half and faces towards the pane of glass and wherein the second mold half is 
maintained at a lower temperature than the first mold half in combination with the other features 
instantly claimed 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to JEFFREY WOLLSCHLAGER whose telephone number is (571 )272-8937. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 6:45 - 4:15, alternating Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson can be reached on 571-272-1176. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jeff Wollschlager/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 1791 

January 29, 2009 



